Herbert Rowse Armstrong.
Dr Frederick S. Toosrood
 1	find from Mr. Webster's report that in the walls of the stomach
there were 2.5 milligrams; the amount in the stomach contents was
 2	milligrams; the amount  in the jejunum, which is the second
part of the small intestine—there is no mention made of the first
part of the small intestine in this report—was 1.16; and on refer-
ring to the jar No 3 in Mr. Webster's report I see that the jejunum
and  contents weighed half  an  ounce.    The  jejunum  is  between
6 and 7 feet long.    Then the ileum contained 9.1 milligrams.    It
is in the same bottle.    A portion of the ileum and its contents
was 2 ounces.
Having regard to this report, what deduction do you draw
from what you found?—I should like to have it explained to me
how it was the jejunum and the ileum were apparently in the
same bottle, and yet some inference has been drawn from it; those
were obviously in the same bottle.
Sir H. curtis bennett—Yes, they were.
The attorney-general—I do not think there is any doubt on
that. If your lordship looks at the report it gives the various
jars. No. 3 is labelled " A portion of the jejunum and contents, a
smaller piece, and a portion of the ileurn and contents, a larger
piece." They are not liquid, they are pieces in substance.
The witness—But their contents would be liquid, and if
they were together, and close together, I say that no inference can
be drawn as to the amount which is contained in one or is contained
in the other. Not only that, but I also notice that one weighed
half an ounce and the other weighed 2 ounces.
Examination continued—You have heard the inferences that
have been drawn from this?—Unless some explanation is forth-
coming, I say those inferences are absolutely valueless.
Some question was asked as to the possibility of migration
after death?—Migration after death is a well-known thing which
occurs in cases of arsenical or other poisoning, and it is impossible
to form any correct opinion from the findings of a post-mortem
made several months after death as to what was the condition
at the time of death—that is to say, any correct deductions.
Just explain what you mean by migration?—To put a homely
instance, migration is the process which takes place when you
put a piece of meat into salt. The salt gets in the outside and
gets right through the meat; exactly the same thing happens when
arsenic is in the inside of a body. It travels; it migrates or
creeps.
Supposing that this large dose was given on the 16th Feb-
ruary, would that, in your opinion, account for what was found
at the post-mortem?—Quite.
Would it or would it not also account for the symptoms which
were shown during life?—Yes. I have heard the evidence with
regard to Mr. Martin. The symptoms which I have heard de-
scribed are consistent either with an attack of acute indigestion
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